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International Bureau (POT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Reasons /orA/hwance 

Qaims 1-54 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: A thorough search of 
prior art fails to disclose any reference or references, which, taken alone or in combination teach or 
suggest the claimed invention. Specifically, the prior art fails to teach or suggest, "the controller 
being programmed to cause the value-dispensing mechanism to dispense the bonus payout and not 
the currency payDut to the user after the bonus payDut has been determined in response to detecting 
a bonus payout dispensing selection by the user at the electronic gambling unit and to add the bonus 
payout to the available credits for the user at the gambling unit in response to not detecting the 
bonus payout dispensing selection". Each of the independent claims 1, 9, 17, 25, 33, 41, & 50 recite 
the above limitation in various forms, however, each of these claims is considered to recite a 
limitation that is equivalent limitation to the above. 

The closest prior art is Schneider et al. which incorporates at least all of the other recited 
limitations and partially the limitation as recited above, however, no form of user selection is 
provided to the player to allow the player to choose, once a bonus award has been determined (i.e. 
through play of a bonus game), to either dispense the a bonus award directly to the player via a 
value-dispensing mechanism or to add the bonus award to the available credits. The Examiner 
rejected the claims as obvious over Schneider et al. by supporting the rejection using the ai^;ument 
that user selection within a gaming machine is well known in the art and that it provides for an 
interactive exciting game in which players are retained and gaming revenue is increased. However, 
the Applicant ar^ed that by allowing a player to remove or dispense their bonus payout via a user 
selection to do so, the gaming revenue is effected negatively rather then positively (see Applicant's 
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remarks filed August 7, 2006 for the detailed argument to the Examiner's rejections). The Examiner 
agrees with this conclusion and submits, in accordance with MPEP 706.020 & 2143, that there is no 
motivation suggested by the cited art or provided by one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Schneider et al. to allow user selection, specif icaUy at the point where a bonus award has been 
determined, to either dispense the bonus award out of the gaming machine or keep the bonus award 
within the machine (via adding it to the available credits). More specifically in this situation the 
controller is programmed to determine if a user has chosen to remove his/her bonus payout and at 
the same time (i.e. through the same controller process) provide the bonus award to the player's 
available credits meter if the player does not input a selection. Therefore, the claims are deemed 
allowable over aU cited art on the record. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue fee. 
Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Milap Shah whose telephone number is (571) 272-1723. The examiner can 
normaUy be reached on M-F: 9:30AM-6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
John Hotaling can be reached on (571) 272-4437. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIK Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




